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In the Matter of

Expanded Interconnection with
Local Telephone CCIIpany Facilities

Transport Rate Structure and Pricing

klencinent of the Part 69 Allocation
of General Stg;x>rt Facility Costs

klencinent of Part 36 of the
Ccmnission's Rules and Establishment
of a Joint Board
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)
)
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CC Docket No. 91-141
Transport
Phases I & II

CC Docket No. 91-213

CC Docket No. 92-222 v?

CC Docket No. 80-286

J1.dopted: NoveIltler 24, 1992 Released: No'veI'lDer 25, 1992

lU1QCj.tign of General S1WOrt FacilJS,y Costa (CC Docket No. 92-222)
cament Date: Decentler 4, 1992
Reply Date: December 21, 1992
(no change)

Expanded Interccmnec;tion - SEpraticg (CC Docket Nos. 91-141 and 80-286)
Joint Board Carment Date: DecE!rrCer 21, 1992
Joint Board Reply Date: January 22, 1993
(no change)

Expanded rnt.erconnect:ign - Transport - Phaa I (CC Pocket No. 91-141)
Ccmnent Date: January 14, 1993
Reply Date: February 19, 1993

Transport Rate Structure and Pricing (CC Docket No. 91-213)
carment Date: February 1, 1993
Reply Date: March 9, 1993

,Expanded Int.erconnect:ign - Transport. - Phase II (CC Docket No. 91-141)
Cooment Date: March 3, 1993
Reply Date: April 2, 1993

By the Chief,' policy and Program Planning Division, carmon carrier Bureau:

1. '!he United States Telephone Association, Inc. (u$TA) has
requested that the pleading cycles in the above-captioned proceedings be



restructured. 1 USTA proposes no changes in the conrnent dates in the
proceeding on the allocation of general·· support facility ·(GSF) costs2 and~
Joint Board proceeding on the separation of~ intercormection costs.
USTA proposes extending the conrnent dates. in the Transport Rate Struct.um
and Pricing proc~4and in phases:r and II of the Expanded Inter
connection proceeding. Under USTN s prdposal, carments in Phase I of the
Expanded Interconnection. proceedincj would be due on January 8, 1993, and
replies would be due on February 9, 1993; and conrnents in Phase II of the
Expanded Interr.;:onnection proceeding would be due on February 24, 1993, and
replies would be due on March 26, 1993. caments in the Tran§POrt proceeding
would be due on March 30, 1993, and replies would be due on May 7, 1993, more
than six months after release of the recent order.

2. In support of its request, USTA states that the schedules in
these proceedings require a large m.mi:ler of filings, including conrnents,
tariff filings, and petitions for reconsideration, within a short tiIre frame.
Given the novelty of the issues and the carplexity of the required tasks,
USTA argues that a restructured pleading cycle would pranote rore efficient
use of resources by the Coomission and the parties, and would not affect the
pace of policy inplementation. several parties, including LEes, ccxrpetitive

1 Motion to Restructure Plead.i.I1g Cycles by the United States Telephone
Association (Nov. 10, 1992).

2 E;xpanded Intercoooection with reeaJ TelephQne Cgxpany Facilitiea and
Amendrrent Qf the Part 69 Allocation Qf General SYPQort Facility Costs, Report
and Order and NQtice Qf Proposed Rulemaking, CC Docket NQs. 91-141 and
92-222, FCC 92-440 (released Oct. 19, 1992) (~ded IntercQnnection Orner),
CJICJI 267-69. The com:nent date on the allocatiQn of GSF is December 4, 1992 and
the reply com:nent date is December 21, 1992.

3 Expanded Interconnection with reeaJ Telephone Cgxpany Facilitiea and
Anendment of Part 36 Qf the CgrmisaiQn' a Rulea and Establishment Qf a JQint
~, CC Docket NQs. 91-141 and 80-286, FCC 92-441 (released Oct. 16, 1992)
(Expanded InterconnectiQn NQtice), CJICJI 54-55. 'The conrnent date on separation
Qf expanded intercormectiQn CQsts is Decerrber 18, 1992, and the reply carment
date is January 22, 1993.

4 TraDSPQrt Rate Structure and Pricing, Report and Order and Further
NQtice Qf Proposed Rulema.king, CC Docket No. 91-213, FCC 92-442 (released
Oct. 16, 1992) (1'ran&?Ot"t0rder and NQtice). Corments are due on
December 18, 1992, and replies are due on January 21, 1993.

5 Expanded IntercoooectiQn Notice, CJICJI 1-53. Cc:mrents on Phase I are
due on December 4, 1992 and replies are due on December 21, 1992. Corrrcents
on Phase II are due on December 21, 1992, and replies are due on January 22,
1993.
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access providers, and in~erexchange carriers, filed ccmnents gf'.nerally
support~ USTA's proposal.

3. .While we do not rout~y grant extensions of tiIre,7 we
believe that USTA has shown good cause' for a limited extension of ti.rce.
There are an extraordinar;y number of filings due during December and January
in these proceedings, as well asp6ssible petitions for reconsideration and
activities related to the tariff revisions reflecting the policies we have
adopted conceining expanded interconnection and transport. we believe,
hbwever, that USTA's proposed ccmnent and reply dates for the TranS,POrt
proceeding would result in undue delay. Instead, We restructure the pleading
cycle in a manner that ensures that both the Expanded Interconnection and
Transport proceedings move forward. in a timely manner.

4. we therefore adopt the following schedule:

Deceniber 4, 1992: Colments on Allocation of GSF Costs
(CC Docket No. 92-222) (no change)

Deceniber 21, 1992:

January 14, 1993:

January 22, 1993:

February 1, 1993:

Reply ccmnents on Allocation of GSF Costs
(CC Docket No. 92-222) (no change)

Colments to Joint Board. on separation of
Expanded. Interconnection Costs (CC Docket
Nos. 91-141 and 80-286) (~change)

Carments on Expanded Inteieonnection for
Switched Transport (Phasel:) (CC Docket
No. 91-141)

Reply comments to Joint Board on
separation of Expanded Interconnection
Costs (CC Docket Nos. 91-141 and 80-286)
(no change)

Colments on Transport Rate Structure and
Pricing (CC Docket No. 91-213)

6 Mel Teleconmunications Corp. Colments (Nov. 24, 1992) ; MFS
camumi.cations Co., Inc. Ccmnents (Nov. 24, 1992); ~~ Letter fran Lisa
M. zaina, General Counsel, Organization for the Protection and Mvancem:mt of
Small Telephone Coopanies, to James D. Schlichting, Chief, Policy and Program
Planning Conmission(Nov. 20, 1992); Rochester Ccmnents (Nov. 16, 1992);
Sprint Coornunications Co. carments (Nov. 20, 1992) (generally supporting USTA
proposal but suggesting modifications to schedule that would slightly advance
date of Transport comnents and slightly postpone date of Transoort replies);
WilTel, Inc. Comnents (Nov. 16, 1992).

7 47C.F.R. § 1.46(a).
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February 19, 1993: Replycaments on~ Interconnection,
for Switched Transport (Phase I)
(CC Docket No. 91-141)

March 3, 1993: CQmelts an Expanded Interconnection-
co~titive Switched Access Networks
(Phase II) (CC Docket No. 91-141)

April 2, 1993:

March 9, 1993: Reply caments on Transport Rate Structure
and Pricing (CC Docket No. 91-213)

Reply caments on EKPanded Interconnection
-- Carpetitive Switched Access Networks
(Phase II) (CC Docket No. 91-141)

5. Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED that the USTA Motion to Restructure
Pl~ Cycles IS GRANTED to the extent provided herein, and otherwise IS
DENIED.

FEDERAL CGMJNIC'ATICNS CXl+fISSION

.~ 0_ 0;[~d#-~
U~ D~ Schlichting U

Chief, Policy and Program Planninq
Division, Comoon carrier Bureau

8 This action is taken pursuant to sections 4 (j) and 5 (c) of the
Ccmmmi.cations Act of 1934, as amended, 47 U.S.C. §§ 154 (j) and 155 (c), and
authority delegated thereunder pursuant to sections 0.91 and 0.291 of the
cemnission's Rules, 47 C.F .R. §§ 0.91 and 0.291.
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